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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The examiner contacted applicant's attorney Mr. Sean Detweiler on 
August 17, 2004 for an interview to discuss the Morrison reference cited in last office action and the newly found Booth 
reference. It was agreed that the Morrision reference lacks a filter, and the Booth reference lacks a probe within a 
plasma chamber. Mr. Detweiler authorized the examiner to prepare an examinees amendment to cancel claims 2, 17, 
19 and 20; and amend the probe device of claim 1 to include the limitation that the probe device is adapted for 
extending at least partly within the plasma chamber. In addition, it was noted that the examiner's copy(scanned copy of 
applicant's amended claim page filed on January 6, 2004) of claim 12 (an original claim) has the "probe body..." 
limitation missing from the claim. 


